
@
Midlacl O. Leavin

, . 
'l:ri r..ii,:, ...,1 t ,1 ... "'.i 

i'i

DEPARTMENT OF EI\NTIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY

*/r'gs/ca"i
Water Quality Board

Leroy H. Wullstein, Pb-D.

CoEer

Danne R. Niclson. Ph.D.
Ewiw Dirccor

Don A Ostler, P-8.
DiFctor

June 1 l,1997

288 Nonh 1460 West
P.O. Bor l;14870
Salt Late City, Urah 8,{l l{-4870
(801) 538{146 Voice
(801) 538{016 Fax
(801) 536-{.{14 T.D.D.

Iiv OIL, GA$ & MININ

Cbriao

Lynn F. P:a
VieCharo

G. Adans
x Ausbum. P-8.

Ph.D..PT.
Nan Br.nter

Feryaon
Nielson. Ph-D

K.C. Shaw. P.E.

. Ann Wechsler

A. Ostler. P€.
Exccuaivc Sc€r]f

Doug Jensen, Environmental Coordinator
USMX of Utah, Inc.
P.O. Box 2650

St- Ceorge, Utah 8477A

Subject: Monitoring Reports and Status of Ground Water Quality Permit No. UGW530001

Dear Mr. Jensen:

I rvould like to thank you for your patience in regards to the reisuuance of the above referenced
permit. Due to an exEemely busy year I have been unable to respond sooner to your monitoring
reports (July 11, 1996; October 10, 1996; and April 11, 1997), your permit reapplication (August 5,

1996) and your infiltration simulation submittal (September 16, 1996). These items will all be

addressed in this letter or in the near future.

With respect to your July 11, 1996 requesr to discontinue monitoring of 7 wells, we ask that you

continue to monitor these wells until the issuance of the new permit. This should occur in the next
3 months. All of the monitoring reports reference the ongoing testing of the bioreactor. Could you
please provide a sunrnury of the analyses results.

In my review of these items I have noted one descrepency that I neecl to point out. The infi.ltration
simulation assurrps that a ten inch clay layer is placed beneath a ten inch layer of top soil. The permit
reapplication letter does not rnention this clay layer. If it is not USNiD('s intent to place a clay
infiltration barrier beneath the top soil on the heaps then the infiltration simulation does not model
the actual long term conditions expected at the facility. Therefore design of the bioreactor based on

these results could be flawed. Could you please provide a cladfication for me concerning the above
issue.

l*hh respect to your reapplication letter most of the suggested changes in the permit conditions are

acceptable. I will utilize your letter as a guide in writting a new permit. If you have any further
information concerning when your final closure plan will be ready for submittal please let me know.
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My next correspondance will be the transmittal of a proposed draft permit. Changes to that draft can
be rnade based on your colnrrpnts and our concurrance. The final draft permit will be public noticed
and issued 30 days.thereafter provided no significant aclverse public cofirment is recieved.
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Dennis Frederick, P.E.
Cround Water Protection Section

Wayne Thomas, District Engineer
Wape Hectburg, DOGM 
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